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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply vtfill, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 16 is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 1-6,8-12.14 and 15 is/are rejected. 

7) M CJalm(s) 7 and 13 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 17 October 2003 is/are: b)M accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) induding the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonm PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION ' 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,100,804 to Brady et al., in view of US Patent No. 5,793,639 to Yamazaki. 

3. As for claim 1 , part a requires "coding a plurality ofRFID tags with a unique 
identifier, the identifier being stored in a memory portion of each RFID tag;". 
Column 16, lines 48-52, and 60-63, disclose RFID tags 1902 and 2002 (a plurality of 
tags), having identification information about a patient and/or driver, being stored on, or 
written to the tags. Additional tags, of the Brady reference, are shown in Figures 17A 
and 17B, as well as 18A and 18B, as elements 1702, and 1804 respectively, any or all 
of which can have specific information recorded thereon. Furthermore, writing 
information to a tag, implies storing information in a memory. The Brady reference 
teaches RFID niemory, multiple times (column 5, lines 32-40 for one) throughout the 
document. Part b requires "coding a first RFID tag with information relating to a 
select passenger, the information being stored in the memory portion of the first 
RFID tag;". As previously shown, specific information about a person can be written to 
the memory of an RFID tag. As for part c. Figure 20 shows an RFID tag 2002, affixed to 
a driver's license, or means for identifying a select passenger. As for parts d and e, 
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column 16, line 57, through column 17, line 13, describe a scenario in which the 
identification means is retained by the owner, and that it can be scanned to retrieve 
specific information relating to the owner. As further evidenced in column 6, lines 36- 
41 , the system can be used in an airport. While the Brady reference does not 
specifically teach retrieving passenger-specific information, or creating a passenger 
record, the Yamazaki reference teaches, in column 4, lines 27-45, that personal 
information, such as flight reservations, can be stored on an IC card, and presented 
upon check-in at the airport. With regard to part f, column 9, lines 9-22 of Yamazaki 
reference, teach a passenger information file, depicted in Figure 1 as element 17. As 
for part g, column 12, lines 29-42, teach an authentication camera, shown as element . 
37 in Figure 4. With regard to part h, j, and k, column 9, lines 53-59, teach issuing a 
boarding pass and baggage tags, associated with a specific passenger. As for part i, 
column 16, lines 1-11, disclose storing passenger specific flight infornnation in the 
passenger record 17. With regard to parts I and m, Yamazaki teaches affixing a tag to a 
piece of baggage. Futhermore, Column 4, lines 28-45, teach that a passenger 
identification card, can have specific passenger information stored thereon, and 
scanned upon arrival at an airport in at a check-in point. Such information to include a 
flight reservation, and baggage information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Brady and Yamazaki for the 
purpose of creating a system wherein airport check-in, and baggage inspection is faster 
and more efficient, as well as eliminating the need for security personnel. 
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4. As for claim 14, the limitations of claim 14 coincide with that of claim 1 , and are 
rejected based on the citations listed above. 

5. As for claims 2 and 3, Yamazaki discloses the use of IC cards, column 4, lines 
28-45, and further states that such cards can be associated with boarding passes and 
luggage (column 13, lines 9-30), and that specific information can be stored thereon. 

6. As for claim 4, column 15, lines 12-22, of Yamazaki, disclose a process wherein 
luggage is determined to be safe or not, upon determining that a passenger's bags 
contain no harmful contents, a passed inspection designation is stored in the passenger 
record 17. 

7. As for claims 5 and 6, Yamazaki teaches (column 1 1 , lines 9-17) an automatic 
check-in counter with a card reader, or scanner, with a display coupled thereto. As 
previously shown, reservation information is retrieved from the IC card. This same 
passage of the Yamazaki reference teaches that touch screen associated with display 
19, can be used to input information in response to instructions displayed. 

8. As for claim 8, column 10, lines 52-58, teach baggage position information being 
sent to the Baggage Handling System. It stands to reason that if the location of a piece 
of luggage can be determined and stored in a record that the same could be done for a 
passenger. 

9. As for claim 9, column 10, lines 28-33, disclose a passenger passing through a 
gate, and that information being sent to the host computer 3, which houses the 
passenger record 1 7. 
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1 0. As for claim 1 0, column 6, lines 21 -26, disclose a checking means for comparing 
check-in information, which can be information written to an IC card as previously 
shown, to stored reservation data, to see if the two agree. 

11. As for claim 1 1 , the Yamazaki reference teaches that the system can handle 
multiple pieces of baggage. 

12. As for claim 12, column 15, lines 12-22, of Yamazaki, disclose a process wherein 
luggage is determined to be safe or not, upon determining that a passenger's bags 
contain no harmful contents, a passed inspection designation Is stored In the passenger 
record 17. 

13. With regard to claim 15, the Yamazaki reference clearly teaches a system being 
utilized by a passenger. 



Allowable Subject Matter 



14. Claim 16 is allowed. 

15. Claims 7 and 13 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in Independent form Including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George A Bugg whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2998. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-6:30, and 
every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

George A Bugg 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2636 — ^ 



December 8, 2004 




